
PRIORITY PARTICIPANT TYPE OF M~ASURE    PURPOSE" WATER    AMOUNT OF COST/AI~ TOTAL
QUALITYz WATER~                 COST

....... Near-Term Measures to Increase Operational Flexibifi.ty "
1 US Bureau of R~lamation Joint Point of Diwrsion 1,2,3,4 No Impact 20,000- 30,000 AI~ $[.5/A~ $45,000
2 ......... US Bureau of Reclamation Joint Point of Diversion 1,2,3,4 No Impact 150,~300-200,000 AF~ $1.5/AF
3 D~partmvnt~fW..a!~rl~esou~cvs ]llc~a~e Banks PP (500 cfs) 1,2,3,4 No Impact 70,000-90~000’A~F ?/AF M£nimaI
4 Ups Group Flexing the E/I Ratio 1,2,3~4 No...hnpac~ ? ?/AF Minimal

Subtotal Up to 320,000 AF $1.5/Ag >$345,000
Near-Term Measure~ to Lease Storage Which Also Provide Long-Term Benefits

’5      VidlersubtotalWater Company~ Inc. .............    I Lva~e of GW Storage Space 1,2,3,4      No Impact            48,60048,600AF’AF    $186/AF~$186/AF $9’039’600~$9,039,609

l%ar-Term Measures to Acquire Water Which AIs~ Provide.long-Term Benefits
6 Vidler Water Company,.!nc. Wate~ Acquisition 1,2,3,4 No.Impact 6,300 AF $270/AF $1,701,000
6 -~Lem County Interests Banked GW l~trchase 1,2,3~4 ... No Impact 100,000 AF~u $2201AF $22,000,000

Subtotal 106,300 AF $220- $23,701,000

Near-Ter~ Mea~r~ to R~h~e S~ l,~i~ R~r~|r L~-P~t Problem .........
.... 7 MetropolitauWate~ District of So~c~ Shifting 1,2,3,4 No Impaci ’ 60,000 AF $75/AF r’ $4,500,000

Southern California
7 Kern County Interests Souxce ShLrting [,2,3,4 No Impact 50,000 - 90,000 AF~’ $75/AF’~ $8,100,000

Suhtota[ Up in 150,~00 AF $75/AF S12,600,@00

~ Thi~ column ]istt the puq~o~es ~aeh measure could addres~ as follow~: 1 = rr~ur~ that will help avoid un~n6cipat~d fisheff and wat=~ supply conflicts; 2 = r~asur~s ~vh~eh could addres~ the
Lois R~r~aoir tow-point problem; 3 = n~a~ums which c~uld help provide envimnn~lnl benefi$ beyond existing requirements; and 4 = measures which could help offer \vate~ supply impact~
assn,:luted vdth b(2) payheck.
~ All of the nr.asures skould b~efit water quality in San Lois R~s~rvoix. it is also anticipated that th~se acfio~ w~uld not impsgt Delta water quality.
~ Actual w~ler supplies ~vailable under theae me, urns wu~ld be affected by hydrologic ~onditions and regulatozy decisions, including DOI’s (b)(2) Plan.
~ All efthe.~ vaIue~ ~c¢ pmlimi~3~y, subject to negotiation, and dependent upon hydrologic conditions.
~ JPOD Ls for November 1999 only. This amount increases to 80,000 ache-feet if additio~l non-CVP north of tile Delta supplies am secured
6 J’~OD is for February and March 2000. The goj~ted acre-foot amount needs to b~ COrLfirmed.
~ Assumes storing: 300 AF in Ja~umy; 9,401) AT ie F©bm~y; 18,460 AF in March; and 20,500 AF in Al~il, 2000. This amount could be le~ due to Vidles’s ability to troth utilize oih¢~ Semitropic

pertaers pul capacity and provide in-lieu surface water supplies to
~ Lea~e price would be $36[yr/AF of ~tored water. R~nvery capt~city would be a minintam 0f25% of the total storage space leased. Ene~tD, ~penses to ~ec~rer v,~ter a~ $5~IAF. In addition,

Semitmpio.~D cha~g~ a $100/AF cycle lee.
~ Cost does ~ot include pttrchzsiag or wheeling water to S~mitropic.
m The ac~l amount that could be no,de available in ~ny s!~tglc year would be dependent upon the amount ofmon~ paid up-fm~tt
tzTwo ~tions are available for reopd~ralion (I) shift deliveries that would normally be mad~ in July and August to th~ .%pl~mbe~ tta’ough D~mber period; and (2) p~mp groundwater that would be

~placed over the next five years wilh Section 215 Friaut wat¢r s~pplies. The amount of April to August 20~0 demand that could be shiflt’d to after August depends upon the 3WP allocations. At
about a 50% allocal[On, the~e probably is lillle, if any ability to shift demands. At a full tttucation, about 50,0~ - 90,000 AF could be shied. The cost would be about $75-90/AF.

,. ~ Price would be $751AF if th~ water i~ repaid this year. l~ice do~ not include the cost associated wJlh acquiring and conv¢~ng payback waler.


